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Dave | re bibliograi&y-iX)IA suits : 

Spectro— I would rephrase along line of 

This language, from the superceded Administrative -^rocodutos Act (1946) was 
Gpocifiicolly eliminated os an coemption in the 1966 Act* On request the Department of 
Justice was unable to find any record of any such "detorradnation"^ Records i ; oinbory j.uter 
obtained under FOIA and his Privacy Act requests reveal that the Department had sought to 
persuade the FBI to release the records requested to afaoid establishing a loyal 

precedent the FBI would z*egar& as adverse to its in tore s ^s. 

In drafting the FOIA the Congress found t'xiat the "national interest' 1 provision of 
the earlier act }iad boon converted into a cover for any and all witldiolding rather tlian 
the Congressional intent, that the 1946 Act be an act requiring disclosure of public 



inforriatioiu 

Then resume as you have with "On nov. 9###i> to Clarion Williams, after which 
a period# The copy provided Weisberg f s attorney was a xerox of a crabon copy wliich did 
not diclose the date of executive. Later investigation showed that the Williams 
affidavit had boon executed on August 20 and wwas wxthhled to uetor countering it3 



conclusory and unf actual representations# 

I n citation of the ffidavit I’d use some direct quotes, like destroy the informant 



system, etc. 

page 2, graf 2 "rudimentary state of FOIA cas e law..." I add and the willingness ox judge 
to accept any representation by the executive agencies, no natter how unreal. 

^Obviously there is no correction boolean non-sciontific laboratoxy tests and 



infomiants. 



p.2 Started to write collection but folt point not fine enough: 

Petition argued t ha t Appeals 6 purt expanded the Act to point withholding under 
unsupported claim to lav/ enforcement purpose. 

I’ll coo JL Wednesday and will give him this for direct return to you of tor ho has 



a chance to go over what I suggest 



P*4 ’’Congress overrode President Forces veto to amend# •#•” 

•’It narrowed and limited the investigatory foies exemption# Intent to overturn the 
Appeals Court decision was made specific by Senator 

Edward II# Kcnae&t during Kay 30 debate# As first case under amended Act V/eisberg 
broadened original suit to include results of neutron activation analyses of bullet 
ai'Al bullet— related evidence# 

but if you follow im .ediately with case berorc Pratt do you need to repeat this? 
Perhaps ine rt instead: 

After \i oisberg filed FOIL r quest SAs AA arion Williams and those who Itad done the 
actual testing, John F# Gallagher and Robert A# ' raster, lixtk r etired* laboratory Agent 
vT olm Ijilty provided .affidavits which Woisborg deminstrated wore false and contradictory# 
lilty 3 wore that tests had been perforxaed mid when asked for the results wore tliat 
these tostn had not been periled# lath * ilty 1 s affidavits tho only $msa± proofs offered 
tae Government claimed t it had complied substantially# Pratt dismissed the case on °i?ly 15. 

in the last graf» on Pratt as paladin, you might want to include either the imersj- 
son column I ? ve sent on a cite to the fast case 

P# 5 Pratt thrratenod us when he proved porjury. that lie found oppressive is Aur 
request for the civil action norm, discovery of withheld evidence# 

Where I have a marginal X I 1 cl use a direct quote of the mandate# If you ore 
satisfied with the words used at tho end then for what I’ve lined through "ordered 
Woisberg to take testimony to establish tho existence of non-existence of the records 
frora those with first-person knowledge of the events#” 

Under demand I*ve transposed JFK. because they did not test all items# 

Strike ’’essential#” Suggests they are wh at was sought and thoy are not# 

Stalk; ’’clean” for similar wrong suggestion, i#e# traces that could have been tested 
remained and weirs nob tested# 

psgo 7t Go sell decision, whore I’ve marked tho margin# For what is believed tho first time 
ever Gesell ruled against tho Govcmmont on its ’’national security” claim# However, he 
also hsai hold there was a law enforcement purpose, which was to liold against loisberg 



reeeivi ng a copy of the transcript or that the ^ovorrimenb could continue to withhold 



the trass cript . 

after plus mark *.dd Bccforo could file an appeal, on Juno*.* 

Page 10, J3 2 opposite marginal mrk* 

Who vsxy dry the Gcmni^ont’s response was due it cold Loser it would mail copies of 
the 10 pages of 

/bhe Jrn* 21 tranccipt find the Juno 23 transcript in fill* 

ooc-iUoo this "foutld enable official press management during fche timer required by rail 
Woisborg went to Wnd&ngtcn, picked copies up at tit toddles, lias ^xca made and 
them to the press* The some day 

sage 12: duit to compel Government not to disclose any ooniesbf its second general 

i 

release of Fillip Jin asrnasiiiution records until it liad provided Weisberg with a set, 

W&&2E cit with a waiver of costs because of Ids public role, so that ho would have the 

records in time to respond to press inquiries when the records were first available to 

the press. (Vhdsbory 1 s request had been ignored, his appeal ignored until Iona after 
the 

time pcirsrdtted by the statute and until the ove/{ of shlioduled release) 

Pago 13, calling Judge Smith "hostile*" Biased, inrejudiced or partisan is apparent, 
hostility is not* Again tills raises questions of disaposion. 

Page 13* idle ad ition Pve made to the Dallas case covers enough of the I-f.G. case, to 
wliich I*d add: How information obtained relates to the FBI * s penetration of Garrison 1 s 
office, the existence of previously unknown files and evidence relating to Oswald's 
camber and associations to Jew Ox-loans and to anti-Castro activity and persons, enmo 
of whom were FBI sources* 

14# The clothing suit wus not to examine the; clothing* ^t was to obtain meaningful pto:* , 
those available being iandoqtuito and needlessly uncloar* Gcsell dismissed the suit on the 
GorAounment 1 s promise to take and show such pictures to Weinberg* Whose pictures included 
a pho nojraph oi the loot of M:q TresJLdinVs tj.o allegedly damaged by a bullet* Only 
after obtaining dismissal by the premise that it would tsics this photograph did the 
Government disclose that tho tie had been unknotted and that evidence destroyed forever* 



